IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRICT OF VIRG NI A
ALEXANDRI A DI VI SI ON

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA )
)
V. ) Crimnal No. 01-455-A
)
ZACARI AS MOUSSAQUI )
alk/a “Shaqil,” )
a/k/a “Abu Khalid )
al Sahraw ,” )
)
Def endant . )
ORDER

By an Order issued on April 26, 2002, the posting of
publicly filed docunents in this case on the court’s web site was
halted until the defendant provided his witten consent to such
posting. The defendant has now filed his witten consent.
Therefore it is hereby

ORDERED t hat all docunments not filed under seal since Apri
25, 2002, be nmade available on the court’s web site.

On the Consent Form the defendant specifically requested
that all of the pro se pleadings he has filed, which he did not
file under seal, be posted on the web site w thout any
nodi fication. Al though no nodification of any kind has been nade
to any of the defendant’s subm ssions, his counsel have filed a
Motion to Reconsider the Order of April 26, 2002 Concerning the
Filing of Pro Se Motions and to Place the Pro Se Filings Under
Seal and Ex Parte (“Mdtion to Reconsider the April 26, 2002

Order”), in which they ask that all of defendant’s pro se



pl eadings be filed ex parte and under seal until the issue of
def endant’ s conpetency to waive counsel is resolved to avoid
uni ntended prejudice to the defense. They also request that the
Court not rule on any of the defendant’s pro se notions until the
status of his representation is resolved.

Def endant’ s conpetence to wai ve counsel and proceed pro se
has not been resolved. Moreover, our review of defendant’s
pl eadi ngs supports his counsel’s concern that he may irreversibly
prejudi ce potential defenses in his pro se subm ssions. For
t hese reasons, the Motion to Reconsider the April 26, 2002 Order
is GRANTED; ! and it is hereby

ORDERED that until further order of the Court, all docunents
filed by the defendant pro se will be treated as filed ex parte
and under seal, with copies going only to defense counsel of
record and t he defendant.

The United States Marshal has advi sed us of a conpl aint by
t he def endant about the way in which his comuni cations with the
Court are being handl ed. Because the defendant does not have
access to envel opes or postage, and has rejected any assistance

fromcounsel, his only neans of sending a docunment to the Court

! Defense counsel’s request that all rulings on the
defendant’s pro se subm ssions be deferred is al so GRANTED,
subject to the caveat that if the Court determ nes that a
pl eading raises a tinme-sensitive issue relating to the
defendant’s well-being or other critical condition, it wll
exercise its discretion to either invite all counsel to be heard
on the issue or rule sua sponte.




is by handing it to an Alexandria Gty Adult Detention Center
staff nmenber, who forwards it to a deputy United States Marsha
for delivery to the Court.

Al l docunents delivered to the courthouse are subject to a
standard screeni ng process. Such screening in no way invades any
privil ege because a party submtting a docunent to the Court does
not enjoy an attorney-client privilege wwth the Court. Indeed,
as we have previously explained to the defendant, any docunent
filed in a crimnal case is open to inspection by any nmenber of
the public, including attorneys and nmenbers of the nedia, unless
the filing is under seal. To ensure that there is no
m sunder st andi ng as to how the defendant’s pro se subm ssions are
to be handled, it is hereby

ORDERED that the United States Marshal is enpowered to
receive fromofficials at the Alexandria Gty Adult Detention
Center any properly screened docunents which the defendant w shes
to file pro se in this case; and also deliver to the defendant,
via the appropriate Alexandria Cty Adult Detention Center
officials, any comunications fromthe Court;2 and it is further

ORDERED that the Alexandria Gty Adult Detention Center

officials assist the United States Marshal and the Court in this

2 Neither representatives of the United States Marshal s
Service nor officials at the Alexandria Cty Adult Detention
Center are to reveal the contents of defendant’s docunents shoul d
t hey observe them because they have been deened by the Court to
be ex parte and under seal until further order of the Court.

3



exchange of defendant’s docunents and court orders.

The Cerk is directed to forward copies of this Order to the
def endant, counsel of record, the United States Marshal, Sheriff
Dunni ng, and the Court Security Oficer.

Entered this 2" day of My, 2002.

/s/

Leonie M Brinkena
United States District Judge

Al exandria, Virginia



